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In its present dress, as a translation from the German into the English, by one 
whose native tongue is so different from either of these, the work is curiously 
interesting in a philological point of view. A few years ago, Dr. Mouat, of the 
Bengal Medical College, translated the “London Pharmacopoeia” into the Per¬ 
sian language. He also compiled from the well-known works of Bourgery, 
Meckel, Sharpey and Quain, Cruveilhier, Ellis, Harrison, and others, an excel¬ 
lent treatise on the “ Elements of Anatomy,” which he published in the vernacular 
speech common to both Hindoos and Mohammedans. This treatise was accom¬ 
panied by an “ Atlas of Anatomical Plates,” with descriptive letter-press in both 
English and Ilindostanee. Less than ten years ago. Mohammed Alee-el-Baglee. 
professor of surgery in the Medical School of Cairo, published an elementary 
surgical work entitled “Me tihorar el Nagah fi a’Amal el Garruh,” or “The 
Book of Success in Surgical Operations.” This is regarded, we believe, as the 
first work written in Arabic since the decline of oriental learning, after the fall 
of the Caliphate. Its author was educated in the medical schools of Paris ; and 
his work, therefore, as well as those of Mouat and some others that might be 
mentioned, such as the translation of Hooper’s “ Vadc Mecurn” into Arabic, are 
remarkable as contributions of learning offered by the West to the East, in 
return for that knowledge which the former, in ancient times, received so freely 
from India and Egypt. Chunder Coomar I)ey’s translation of “Vogel” is still 
more remarkable, since it exhibits to us the singular spectacle of the Orient 
placing into the hands of a distant people of the Occident, and their still more 
distant descendants in the New World, valuable information calculated to alle¬ 
viate the sufferings of man, but hitherto locked up, to a certain extent, in the 
difficult tongue of another European people. J. A. M. 


Art. XXII.— A Practical Treatise on Enteric Fever; its Diagnosis and 
Treatment: Being an Analysis of one hundred and thirty consecutive Cases, 
derived from Private Practice, and embracing a Partial History of the 
Disease in Virginia. By James E. Beeves, M. L). 8vo. pp. 199. J. B. 
Lippincott & Co.: Philadelphia, 1859. 

Every new series of observations, in relation to the pathology, diagnosis, and 
treatment of almost any disease—if sufficiently extended, and, at the same time, 
carefully made and accurately recorded—is of value. It increases our acquaint¬ 
ance with the varying phases which the malady presents in different patients, in 
different localities, at different seasons, and in different years. But if thus valuable 
in respect to well-known diseases, every new series of observations, made in good 
faith by judicious practitioners, in the same or different localities, becomes dou¬ 
bly so when the question is of an affection like typhoid or enteric fever; of which 
the true pathological character and relations are still far from being established 
beyond the possibility of a very reasonable doubt—an affection v r hich, at the 
same time, is of especial interest to the medical practitioner from its constantly 
increasing prevalence throughout the United States; and from the fact that in 
many localities it is taking the place, as it were, of their former endemic diseases 
-—the so-called miasmatic fevers, especially those of a remittent type. 

It is such a series of observations in reference to the diagnosis and treatment 
of enteric fever that I)r. Beeves presents in the work before us. These observa¬ 
tions are based upon the analysis of one hundred and thirty cases occurring in 
private practice, and originally published in the Buffalo Medical Journal. To 
give to the volume more the form of a systematic treatise, the author has not 
hesitated to borrow largely from contemporary authorities, while he has endea¬ 
voured to furnish, from the reports of physicians residing in different portions 
of the State, an outline of the history of enteric fever in Virginia. 

The materials at the command of I)r. B. for the accomplishment of the work 
he has undertaken, appear to have been respectable as well in regard to quantity 
as to quality. We are not so well persuaded, however, that of those materials 
he has always made the very best use. It is very certain that, in many instances, 



520 Bibliographical Notices. [Oct. 

they have been very unartistically arranged, while, on more than one occasion, 
the conclusions drawn from the facts he has adduced, do not strike us as bearing 
that close logical relation to his premises, which is of so much importance in 
the discussion of all medical questions. His facts, from want of a proper collo¬ 
cation and comparison, do not always tell their own story, and are occasionally 
of no value, excepting so far as they are found to conform to the truths care¬ 
fully developed and weighed by preceding observers. 

The long string of loose statements brought forward by Dr. R. in proof of the 
contagious character of enteric fever, do not certainly bear him out in his very 
positive conclusion on this important point in the etiology of the disease. The 
statements that have any relation to this point, as given by Dr. R., are too loosely 
worded, and exhibit too evidently the careless manner in which they have been 
made, to entitle them to any weight. 

Dr. Reeves does not appear to have made any post-mortem examinations with 
the view of determining the anatomical lesions that are most generally present 
in the different organs and tissues in fatal cases of enteric fever. The chapter 
which treats of the pathological anatomy of the disease, is copied entire from Dr. 
Wood's work on the practice of medicine. 

The views of Dr. R. in regard to the actual nature of the fever he describes 
are purely hypothetical, and expressed in terms so vague and confused as to 
convey to the reader no very clear idea of even the author’s meaning. He 
supposes “ enteric fever to be the result of a specific poison, by some means 
introduced into the blood; that in the attempt to eliminate this poison from the 
blood-current, the glands of the bowels, whose office is assigned to be that of 
eliminating any putrescent accumulations from this fluid (?), become overbur¬ 
dened, and thenceforth result in more or less change of structure; that by such 
a change the channels also, through which the nutriment reaches the blood, are 
more or less obstructed; that in consequence of this the blood becomes addi¬ 
tionally depraved; and that these causes, primary and secondary, acting toge¬ 
ther, are capable of giving rise to the several conditions characteristic of enteric 
fever.” 

So far as relates to the general analysis of the symptomatology of enteric 
fever in its several grades—from the mildest to the most malignant—the history 
it presents of the usual course, complications, terminations, and sequel® of the 
disease, the general sketch of its etiology, and we may add, also, of its most 
appropriate treatment, the work of I)r. Reeves may be consulted with much con¬ 
fidence and profit. It does not, it is true, throw any new light on the nature 
and causes of enteric fever—it confirms, however, the observations of preceding 
practitioners in respect to many important points connected with the diagnosis, 
general progress, results, and treatment of the disease. D. F. C. 


Art. XXIII. — A System of Surgery; Pathological, Diagnostic, Therapeutic, 
and Operative. By Samuel 1). Gitoss, M. D., Prof. Surg. in Jefferson Mod. 
Coll., ifcc. <fcc. itc. Illustrated by 936 engravings. In two volumes. Phila¬ 
delphia : Blanchard & Lea, 1859. 8vo., pp. 1102 and 1198. 

The object of this work is to furnish a systematic and comprehensive treatise 
on the science and practice of surgery, and the aim of the author has been to 
embrace in it the w'hole domain of surgery. So short a time has elapsed since 
the appearance of these two large volumes, that we have not been able to exam¬ 
ine them carefully enough to form any judgment of the manner in which the 
author has accomplished his object; but an examination of the table of contents 
has satisfied us that the work is unusually comprehensive, embracing many sub¬ 
jects not usually treated of in systematic surgical works, while the reputation 
and experience of the author justify us in expecting that his present publication 
will prove a valuable addition to our surgical literature. 

In our next we hope to present a full review of these elegantly printed and 
copiously illustrated volumes, and in the meantime we take pleasure in inviting 
to them the attention of the profession. 



